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off than you," is, indeed, not a very graceful one from
those who are actually better off. There was some
excuse for the fox who said the grapes were sour
when he could not get them ; it argued a judicious
desire to make the best of things : but if he made the
remark while he was comfortably chewing them, by
way of pacifying the grapeless foxes, we should have
thought him a more objectionable hypocrite. The
pauper may fairly reply, " If you really mean that
your wealth brings no happiness, why don't you
change places with me ? " I will, therefore, not defend
the statement, considered as an exhortation to con-
tent ; but I accept it as a recognition of the obvious
fact, that if happiness means a satisfaction of all our
desires, a man of small means may be as happy as
the man of the greatest means, if his desires are
limited in proportion. But is it for our happiness to
increase them ?

Does our principle hold when we suppose a man
to1 have the necessary sensibilities for the actual
enjoyment of wealth ? If he acquires the tastes
which imply greater intellectual cultivation, a power,
therefore, of taking into account sources of pleasure
more complex and more distant in time and space,
does it then become true that his power of UvSing
wealth will be indefinite ? I should reply, in the first
place, that we must still admit the same psychological